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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Mizoguchi (US 5,841,466) in view of Iwasa (WO 02/42890) and Okamoto (US 

5,465,083). 

Regarding Claims 3 and 4, Mizoguchi teaches a liquid crystal projector system 
for regulating use of a liquid crystal projector (Mizoguchi, Fig. 2 element 5), comprising: 

an external computer for operating the liquid crystal projector, the external 
computer being connected to the liquid crystal projector by radio or wire and including 
liquid crystal projector controlling software for controlling the liquid crystal projector 
(Mizoguchi, Fig. 3 element 8 and 22); 

the liquid crystal projector comprising: 

an operation unit for operating the liquid crystal projector, the operation 
means including means for entering a command to control the liquid crystal project via 
key entry (Mizoguchi, Fig. 2 element 14, Fig. 4 elements 30-32); 
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a circuit for registering a password in the liquid crystal projector 
(Mizoguchi, Fig. 4 element 30); 

a determining unit to determining whether a password is registered in the 
liquid crystal projector in response to a power supply of the liquid crystal projector 
being turned on (Mizoguchi, Fig. 1 element S3, Fig. 4 element 30); 

a circuit for inhibiting operation of the liquid crystal projector by the 
operation means, as well as for waiting until a password is received from the external 
computer in response to detecting that the password is registered in the liquid crystal 
projector (Mizoguchi, Fig. 1 S14-S17, Fig. 4 elements 3, 5 and 30); 

a circuit for comparing, in response to receiving the password from the 
external computer, the received password with the registered password and for 
allowing operating of the liquid crystal projector by the external computer in response 
to the means for comparing indicating that both the registered password and the 
password received from the external computer coincide with each other (Mizoguchi, Fig. 
1 S14-S17, Fig. 4 elements 3, 5 and 30); and 

a power off operation of the liquid crystal projector wherein the operation 
of the power key provided in the operation means is never nullified or inhibited 
(Mizoguchi, Figs. 2 and 4 element 12, the power key is separate from the actual control 
device it's a hardwire switch which provides power to the entire device thereby it is not 
nullified by the password system). 
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Mizoguchi fails to teach a determining circuit to determine a number of times an 
erroneous password is entered and nullifying operation of keys of the operation unit as 
claimed. 

Iwasa teaches determining a number of times an erroneous password is entered 
and to inhibit operation of an electronic system in response to determining that the 
number of times an erroneous password is entered exceeds a predetermined number of 
times (Iwasa, Fig. 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to add an additional circuit to determine a number of times an 
erroneous password is entered and to inhibit operation of the display of Mizoguchi in 
response to determining that the number of times an erroneous password is entered 
exceeds a predetermined number of times as taught by Iwasa in order to prevent an 
unauthorized user from guessing at the password repeatedly. 

Mizoguchi in view of Iwasa fails to teach nullifying operation of keys of the 
operation means when the passwords coincide with each other as claimed. 

Okamoto teaches nullifying operation of keys of the operation means when the 
passwords coincide with each other in order to establish a key lock mode (Okamoto, 
Claim 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to add the key lock mode to nullify operation of the keys for inputting 
additional passwords as taught by Okamoto to the password input system of Mizogushi 
in view of Iwasa in order to prevent erroneous entering of false passwords after the 
correct password has been entered. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 10 th 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant makes the following arguments: 

1) Okamoto's invention is designed to nullify inputs from the operation means 
which when combined with Mizoguchi would teach "the operation means (the remote 
controller 3, 5) of the optical visual apparatus based on a password entered by the 
operation means of the optical visualizing apparatus" which would not resent in the 
present invention. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Okamoto clearly teaches the inhibition of the input device that is used to input 
the password, which is for locking the input in order to prevent erroneous inputs, this 
erroneous input isn't limited to other users but any user including the current user, the 
intended use of the system is to lock the input device so that no erroneous inputs are 
made. As such it is reasonable to add such a system to Mizoguchi, and such a 
combined system would satisfied the claim limitations because the inhibited device 
would be the keypad of Mizoguchi which is also used for password input. 

2) Okamoto teaches several different modes including "if the password entered 
at this time matches the previously registered password, the system maintains the key 
lock state." (col. 10 lines 58-65) The examiner would like to note that this is the exact 
limitation of the claim language, where if the password is entered that matches a 
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previously registered password the keyboard is inhibited. The system of Okamoto 
states that this is to prevent erroneous input and is therefore a proper combination with 
Mizoguchi. The claim fails to recite that the input of the password has to allow access 
to the LCD as well as inhibit the keyboard at the same time which means that the 
password entered can be at separate times in order to both unlock the LCD as well as 
inhibit keyboard input, said combination would satisfy the claim language. 

3) Okamoto is unrelated to LCD projectors, and Mizoguchi and Isawa both fail to 
disclose nullifying operation of keys of an operation unit of a LCD projector in response 
to a registered password, the combination is therefore improper since they are in not in 
related fields. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Okamoto is merely a teaching a 
further layer of protection for a computer system which includes the use of password 
locking a input device which can be used in the system of Mizoguchi and Isawa. Just 
because Mizoguchi and Isawa teach allowing keyboard entry does not mean inhibiting 
keyboard entry is prohibited. Okamoto teaches locking the keyboard in order to 
prevent erroneous inputs which is a reasonable addition to the input systems of 
Mizoguchi and Isawa in order to provide better security. 

For the above reasons the rejections of claims 3 and 4 are maintained. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ke Xiao whose telephone number is (571)272-7776. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30AM to 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sumati Lefkowitz/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2629 



/Ke Xiao/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2629 



